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Disposition of Claims 

4) S Claim(s) 1-7. 11. 14 and 26- 30 is/are pending in the application. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This is reference to response received 26 June 2006. There are 14 claims, 
claims 1 - 7, 1 1 , 14 and 26 - 30 pending for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

In response to applicant's argument that cited reference Eisenhart fails to 
disclose or suggest implementing matches and business plans for the certified resource 
provider based on similarities to business models of the other certified resource 
providers. 

However, Eisenhart this limitation. See Fig. 7 and disclosure associated with Fig. 
7. Also, applicant is arguing Field of use as their invention. 

In response to applicant's argument that cited reference Eisenhart fails to 
disclose or suggest implementing. Applicant merely performs the step of matching, but, 
does not use the results of the matching step. 

However, Eisenhart teaches concept of recommending other members [0014]. 
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In response to applicant's argument that cited reference Eisenhart does not 
disclose providing business plans to the user and, moreover, providing business plans 
based on similarities to the business models of the other providers. 

Applicant is arguing a limitation not positively claimed by the applicant. 

In response to applicant's argument that cited reference Eisenhart does not 
disclose or suggest examining multiple items of the resource provider to certify the 
resource provider as being able to provide at least one selected from the group 
consisting of capital, land, building rental, management groups, rules and regulations, 
administrative ideas, and business plans. 

However, applicant is arguing a limitation that the service provider has to provide 
more than one items, and, this limitation is not positively claimed by the applicant. 

In response to applicant's argument that at no point does cited reference 
Eisenhart disclose how such submissions would enable the system to certify the ability 
of a resource provider to provide a particular resource. 

However, Eisenhart teaches to verify qualifications of potential member (i.e. 
certifies). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 - 7, 1 1 , 14 and 26 - 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Eisenhart US Publication 2001/0047276. 

Regarding claims 1 and 26, Eisenhart teaches system and method for efficiently 
matching resources required to establish businesses and business facilities through the 
Internet. Eisenhart teaches: 

providing an electronic hub system configured to communicate with at least a- 
one resource provider [Fig. 3 and disclosure associated with Fig. 3]; 

communicatively coupling said resource provider with said electronic hub system 
[Fig. 1 and disclosure associated with Fig. 1]; 

examining a plurality of items of said resource provider to certify said resource 
provider as being able to provide at least one of capital, land building rental, 
management groups, rules and regulations, administrative ideas, and business plans; 

Eisenhart does not explicitly teach resource provider as being able to provide 
from a group consisting of capital, land building rental, management groups, rules and 
regulations, administrative ideas, and business plans (i.e. limiting system and method to 
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be used within the specific group of items). However, Eisenhart teaches resource 
provider as being able to provide from a group consisting of atleast capital; 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Eisenhart and expand the group by adding 
additional elements in the groups to make the system and method available to plurality 
of types of suppliers and requesters. 

Eisenhart with the expansion of group teaches: 

storing a record of said certified resource provider in said electronic hub system 
[Fig. 6, 7A and disclosure associated with Fig. 6, 7A]; and 

matching said resource provider according to said record of said resource 
provider with other certified resource providers having a record saved in said electronic 
hub system [Fig. 7B and disclosure associated with Fig, 7B] 

collecting and analyzing records of said certified resource providers factory [Fig. 
7B and disclosure associated with Fig. 78]; and 

implementing matches and business plans for said certified resource provider 
based on similarities to business models of the other certified resource providers enable 
efficient obtainment of resources necessary for establishing a company or a factory [Fig. 
78 and disclosure associated with Fig. 78]. 

Regarding claim 2 and 27, Eisenhart teaches establishing an electronic contract 
for said resource provider [0090]. 
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Regarding claim 3, Eisenhart teaches electronic hub system comprises an 
electronic hub and a data storage device [Fig. 2,3 and disclosure associated with Fig. 2, 
3]. 

Regarding claim 4, Eisanhart teaches data storage device comprises a plurality of 
databases built therein (known to one of ordinary skill in the art that DBMS like Oracle, 
Sybase etc. allows users to create plurality of databases on the storage device upon 
which the DBMS is installed) [Fig. 6 and disclosure associated with Fig. 6]. 

Regarding claims 5 and 28, as responded to earlier in response to claim 4, 
Eisenhart teaches capability for database to comprise: 

a resource database and said record of said resource provider stored therein; 

a certified resource database having said record of said certified resource provider 
with said items; 

a business model database having a plurality of business models of enterprises; 

and 

a plan database having at least a business plan combining said record of said 
resource provider with said business models of enterprises. 

Regarding claims 6 and 29, Eisenhart teaches: 

defining a priority of said business plans according to similarities to said business 
models of said certified resource providers [0061]; 
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saving said business plans in said electronic hub system [Fig. 7A and disclosure 
associated with Fig. 7A]; 

sending said business plans to said resource providers certified [Fig. 7D and 
disclosure associated with Fig. 7D]; and 

displaying said business plans [claim 6]. 

Regarding claim 7, as responded to earlier, Eisenhart teaches capability wherein 
said resource provider comprises a capital provider. 

Regarding claim 1 1 , Eisenhart teaches capability wherein items comprises an 
official document related to said resource provider [0054]. 

Regarding claims14 and 30, Eisenhart teaches: 
logging in said electronic hub system [0012]; 

selecting a class for said resource provider [Registration Form, Fig. 7A and 
disclosure associated with Fig. 7A]; 

selecting a scope for said resource provider [Registration Form, Fig. 7A and 
disclosure associated with Fig. 7A]; 

assigning an identification number to said resource provider [Fig. 7A and 
disclosure associated with Fig. 7A]; and 

saving said record of said resource provider in said electronic hub system [Fig. 
7A and disclosure associated with Fig. 7A]. 



Application/Control Number: 09/769,091 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3629 

Conclusion 

Applicant is required under 37 CRF '1.111 (c) to consider the references fully 
when responding to this office action. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Naresh Vig whose telephone number is (571) 272-6810. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30 - 6:00 (Wednesday off). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on (571 ) 272-6812. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status Information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Naresh VIg 
Examiner 
Art Unit 3629 



